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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-H 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H1 

Comment PC-H1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternative 3 would require reconstruction of the Harbor Boulevard/I-405 interchange. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered a design option for Alternative 3 that would eliminate new 
lanes south of Euclid Street, except for the extension of the southbound auxiliary lane 
approaching the Harbor Boulevard exit ramp north to Euclid Street. If Alternative 3 is selected as 
the Preferred Alternative and the design option is implemented, reconstruction of the Harbor 
Boulevard/I-405 interchange would no longer be required. Please also see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation 
of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Comment PC-H1-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H1-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H2 

Comment PC-H2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-H1-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H3 

Comment PC-H3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Alternative 1 would avoid the Almond Avenue soundwall, and Alternatives 2 and 3 would 
require relocation of the soundwall up to 10 and 3 ft to the north, respectively. Alternatives 2 and 
3 would also likely include parking restrictions along Almond Avenue to maintain the City street 
standards for two-way travel. Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation 
of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Responses – Preferred 
Alternative Identification and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-H3-2 

If Alternative 2 or Alternative 3 without the design option discussed in Response to Comment 
PC-H3-1 is selected as the Preferred Alternative, the wall would be reconstructed at 18 ft (same 
as the existing wall) at the new location. The proposed soundwall locations for Alternatives 2 
and 3 are shown in the Draft EIR/EIS Appendix N (N4 and N5) in Figures 21 through 23. The 
new soundwall would be constructed of masonry brick, the same as other soundwalls within the 
corridor. 

Comment PC-H3-3 

There are no build alternatives that require an additional carpool lane within the I-405/SR-22 
Connectors or any part of the WCC Project. There is only a transitional area for the managed 
lanes. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-H3-4 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H4 

Comment PC-H4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

See Response to Comment PC-H3-1 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Comment PC-H4-2 

As discussed in Section 3.1.1.4 of the Draft EIR/EIS, none of the build alternatives would affect 
Shapell Park or Bluebell Parks, located near Oleander Street and Aster Street, respectively. As 
discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would not have any 
substantial effects on air quality within the project area. Please see Common Responses – 
Almond Avenue Soundwall, Air Quality, and Health Risks. 

Comment PC-H4-3 

Alternative 1 is fully funded from Measure M2. Alternative 3 is fully funded from a combination 
of Measure M2 and bonds against anticipated toll revenue. At this time, Alternative 2 is currently 
the only alternative that is not considered fully funded. If Alternative 2 is selected as the 
Preferred Alternative, Caltrans/OCTA will seek additional federal, State, and local funding 
sources to make up the shortfall. The project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, and a 
Draft Financial Plan must be submitted to FHWA prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. The 
Draft Financial Plan must identify full funding for the project. Please see Common Response – 
Measure M Funding. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H5 

Comment PC-H5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-H5-2 

The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives, including Alternative 3 that includes tolled 
Express Lanes, are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and 
Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. Chapter 1 of the Draft EIR/EIS summarizes the need for the 
proposed improvements.  

No one is required to pay a toll. Express Lanes provide an option for motorists willing to pay a 
toll for a congestion-free trip in the corridor with a reliable trip time. 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-H-30 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H6 

Comment PC-H6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Portions of the Rossmoor community were considered in the environmental studies prepared for 
the project. For example, noise analysis was conducted to identify potential impacts to properties 
near I-405. Air quality analysis was conducted to identify potential impacts of the project. 
Drainage analysis was conducted to identify improvements needed to the Montecito Channel, 
which drains portions of Rossmoor. Traffic analysis of the two freeway interchanges near 
Rossmoor (Seal Beach Boulevard I-405 interchange and the Katella/Willow I-605 interchange) 
was completed. Numerous other environmental studies were conducted that included 
consideration of Rossmoor.  

Additional traffic noise analysis was included in the noise study within Rossmoor from the 
I-405/I-605 split to the Katella Avenue interchange of I-605. Future predicted peak-hour traffic 
noise levels along Martha Ann Drive are expected to rise from zero to 1-dB for any of the 
alternatives. Most residences adjacent to the project along I-605 already have the current 
maximum allowable soundwall height of 16 ft. In accordance with the Caltrans design 
guidelines, the maximum soundwall height should not exceed 16 ft due to seismic issues. For the 
areas with soundwalls less than 16 ft in height, such as locations represented by Receivers R6.52 
through R6.59 and R6.64 through R6.70, there are no impacts predicted to occur. Receivers 
R6.52 through R6.59 (street addresses 12251 through 12541 Martha Ann Drive) are actually 
predicted to experience a drop in traffic noise levels of approximately 4 dB due to a soundwall 
that is part of the WCC Project that preceded this project. Receivers R6.64 through R6.70 (street 
addresses 12101 through 11881 Martha Ann Drive) are protected from traffic noise impacts by a 
14-ft-high soundwall along the southbound I-405 to northbound I-605 connector.  

Health Risk Assessments are not utilized by Caltrans because of uncertainty and applicability of 
the results; however, analysis of MSATs, which have the greatest potential to affect the health of 
residents located adjacent to the project, was completed as discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it 
is anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. 
MSAT emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Health Risks. 
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Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis and Air Quality. 

Comment PC-H6-2 

There would be some inconvenience during construction of any of the build alternatives; 
however, only minor improvements are envisioned on Seal Beach Boulevard as part of the I-405 
Improvement Project. The Seal Beach Boulevard bridge over I-405 was designed and 
constructed to accommodate the I-405 Improvement Project, so no further bridge construction is 
anticipated.  

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Substantial coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, 
Gateway City COG, and the City of Long Beach has occurred. Please see Common Response –
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City 
COG, and the City of Long Beach. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H6 

Comment PC-H7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Traffic noise analysis has been conducted according to State and federal guidelines as outlined in 
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. The results of the Noise Study Report show that the 
future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels in this area of Seal Beach would increase by zero 
to 1-dB. Please also see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common 
Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Almond Avenue Soundwall, and Noise/Noise 
Analysis. 

Comment PC-H7-2 

The build alternatives will reduce congestion and decrease travel times for all within the 
corridor. See also Common Responses – Air Quality, Health Risks, Almond Avenue Soundwall, 
and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-H7-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H4-3. 
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Comment PC-H7-4 

Although the I-405 Improvement Project does require some additional pavement widening and 
soundwall construction within the WCC Project footprint, construction effects on the adjacent 
communities would be substantially less. Structures constructed under the WCC Project (Seal 
Beach Boulevard Bridge, Valley View Street Bridge, and the 7th Street off-ramp) will not be 
reconstructed during the I-405 Improvement Project. The design of both projects has been 
carefully coordinated to avoid throw-away costs and reduce construction impacts within the 
WCC Project area.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H8 

Comment PC-H8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H9 

Comment PC-H9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H10 

Comment PC-H10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H11 

Comment PC-H11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Responses – Preferred 
Alternative Identification, Almond Avenue Soundwall, and Replacement of Fairview Road 
Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H12 

Comment PC-H12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H13 

Comment PC-H13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

As discussed in Section 2.2.7, mass transit components were initially included in the I-405 MIS 
within the project area. None of these alternatives were considered as viable alternatives to carry 
forward for further consideration and analysis within the environmental document. Please see 
Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Comment PC-H13-2 

The experience on the SR-91 Express Lanes is that motorists from all income groups use the 
Express Lanes. No one is required to use the tolled Express Lane facility, and the GP lanes 
remain available for all users unable or unwilling to pay the toll for the Express Lane facility 
under Alternative 3. All of the build alternatives reduce congestion and improve travel times in 
the GP lanes.  
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Comment PC-H13-3 

The SR-91 Express Lanes are highly successful and very efficient. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the GP lanes; they provide an option to that congestion to motorists willing to pay 
a toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. For an 
explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. The same 
methods were used for all of the build alternatives. Please see Common Responses – Comparison 
of Tolled Express Lane Operation of SR-91 to I-405 and Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-H13-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H13-1.  

Comment PC-H13-5 

Bonding against future Renewed Measure M sales tax receipts is planned for all of the build 
alternatives to expedite delivery. Please also see Response to Comment PC-H4-3. 

Comment PC-H13-6 

The proposed Express Lanes in Alternative 3 are managed lanes; however, that term has not been 
used in the Draft EIR/EIS because it is a broad category. Express Lanes is a more precise 
definition of what is proposed in Alternative 3. For a more complete explanation and definition 
of Express Lanes, see the FHWA Web page http://www.ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/ 
managelanes_primer/index.htm. Transit vehicles would use these lanes for free, and HOVs 
meeting the occupancy requirement would enjoy a free or reduced toll.  

Comment PC-H13-7 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H4-3.  

Comment PC-H13-8 

We acknowledge your support for statewide transit planning. Please also see Response to 
Comment PC-H13-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H14 

Comment PC-H14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Traffic noise analysis has been conducted according to State and federal guidelines as outlined in 
Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol. The results of the Noise Study Report show that the 
future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels in this area of Seal Beach would increase by zero 
to 2 dB with the project by the design year of 2040.  

The soundwall is not proposed along the portion of I-405 where it is next to Lampson Avenue 
because there are no frequent outdoor use areas that would be benefited from a soundwall at this 
location. 

Traffic noise is at its highest level when traffic volumes are close to capacity and traffic moves at 
full speed. The traffic noise level goes down when traffic slows down due to congestion at high 
volume. Stop-and-go traffic produces much less noise than traffic moving at high speed. 

Under Alternative 1, the existing 18-ft-high soundwall along Almond Avenue would remain as-
is and untouched. Since the public meetings, design modifications were made to Alternative 3 
that would allow the same existing soundwall to also remain as-is; however, the design changes 
required to change Alternative 2 enough to allow the existing wall to remain as-is are not 
acceptable to current design and safety standards. Under Alternative 2, sections of the existing 
soundwall would need to be removed, relocated, and replaced in-kind along the project 
alignment where space is needed for the proposed project’s additional lanes and required safety 
features. The current maximum preferred height for soundwalls in California is 16 ft due to 
seismic issues; however, this soundwall would be replaced at the original 18-ft height due to the 
policy of in-kind replacement. Please also see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Under the Caltrans’ Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol used for this study, ground-level interior 
noise levels are addressed and examined using the NAC of Title 23, Part 772 of the CFR, titled 
“Procedures for Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise.” Once the 
outdoor noise-sensitive areas have been provided the required 5-dB abatement, possible interior 
traffic noise impacts are also considered to be abated. Based on Caltrans’ Protocol, if noise-
sensitive land uses would experience an hourly equivalent continuous traffic noise level of 
75 dBA or higher and a soundwall cannot provide feasible noise abatement to the exterior 
outdoor use areas, then interior noise abatement measures such as building façade upgrades (e.g., 
double-paned windows and air conditioning so that windows can be closed for a prolonged 
period of time) may be considered. For all cases in this project, recommended soundwalls 
provide required abatement to the exterior use areas with noise levels of 75 dBA or higher; 
therefore, no interior acoustical abatement measures were considered. Please also see Common 
Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 
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Comment PC-H14-2 

The Air Quality Technical Report was prepared in accordance with FHWA and Caltrans policy 
and guidance. As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Final EIR/EIS, the project is a POAQC and 
requires PM10 and/or PM2.5 hot-spot analysis based on 40 CFR 93.116 and 93.123, and EPA’s 
Hot Spot Guidance. Interagency consultation concurred with this determination on January 25, 
2011 (see Appendix J, Air Quality). Pursuant to Federal Conformity Regulations (specifically, 
40 CFR 93.105 [c] [1][i]), a qualitative analysis of the localized PM emissions was conducted. 
Based on the detailed PM hot-spot analysis, which is consistent with 40 CFR 93.116 and 93.123 
and EPA’s hot-spot guidance, the proposed project would not cause or contribute to, or worsen, 
any new localized violation of PM10 and/or PM2.5 standards. 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA's and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions.  

Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

Comment PC-H14-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H14-2 and Common Response – Traffic Flow at the 
Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-H14-4 

OCTA regularly updates Measure M revenue projections. Measure M2 revenues would only be 
used to construct a single GP lane in each direction, as identified for Project K in the measure. 
Caltrans/OCTA would have to use other federal, State, and local funds to pay for construction of 
the second GP lane in each direction proposed in Alternative 2. The additional lane and toll 
support facilities proposed in Alternative 3 would be funded from bonds against future toll 
revenues. Please also see Response to Comment PC-H4-3 and Common Response – Measure M 
Funding. 

Comment PC-H14-5 

Only Alternative 2 would require relocation of the wall up to 10 ft along Almond Avenue. 
Although construction sequencing will not be determined until the final design phase, it is 
common practice to construct soundwalls in advance of major construction activities. Please see 
Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative 
Identification and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H15 

Comment PC-H15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered a design option for Alternative 3 that would eliminate new 
lanes south of Euclid Street, except for the extension of the southbound auxiliary lane 
approaching the Harbor Boulevard exit ramp north to Euclid Street. This design option would 
eliminate the need to replace the Fairview Road Overcrossing. If Alternative 3 is selected as the 
Preferred Alternative and this design option is also selected, construction impacts within Costa 
Mesa would be substantially reduced. Caltrans/OCTA have also considered other design options 
to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see 
Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and Replacement of Fairview Road 
Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H16 

Comment PC-H16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Responses – Almond 
Avenue Soundwall, Air Quality, Health Risks, and Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los 
Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H17 

Comment PC-H17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H18 

Comment PC-H18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emission and noise levels associated with the build alternatives 
would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, and Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H19 

Comment PC-H19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H20 

Comment PC-H20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H21 

Comment PC-H21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H22 

Comment PC-H22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emission and noise levels associated with the Preferred 
Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, and Health Risks. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H23 

Comment PC-H23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-H24 

Commentario PC-H24-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-H24 

Comment PC-H24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-H25 

Commentario PC-H25-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-H25 

Comment PC-H25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H26 

Comment PC-H26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H27 

Comment PC-H27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H28 

Comment PC-H28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H29 

Comment PC-H29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Responses – Preferred 
Alternative Identification and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H30 

Comment PC-H30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2.  

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emission and noise levels associated with the Preferred 
Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Mitigation Measure NOI-04, which specifies that the contractor needs to develop a construction 
noise and vibration monitoring and mitigation plan once details of the construction activities and 
phases are finalized, has been added to the environmental document. Implementing proper 
mitigation measures would minimize or eliminate construction-related noise and vibration 
impacts. 
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The Traffic Study for the project and attached to the Draft EIR/EIS considers potential increases 
in traffic on Seal Beach Boulevard due to the proposed build alternatives and provides for some 
improvements on Seal Beach Boulevard. With respect to Lampson Avenue, the additional lanes 
and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives will encourage traffic currently 
diverting from the congested freeway to local streets to remain on the freeway. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, Health Risks, and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H31 

Comment PC-H31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H32 

Comment PC-H32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The columns constructed as part of the WCC Project improvements. Specifically, the columns 
will support the I-405/I-605 direct HOV connector. Please contact OCTA and their Public 
Outreach for a detailed status of the WCC Project. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H33 

Comment PC-H33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H34 

Comment PC-H34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H4-1 through PC-H4-3.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H35 

Comment PC-H35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H36 

Comment PC-H36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-H6-2.  

Comment PC-H36-2 

All of the proposed build alternatives add capacity in the GP lanes. Alternative 3 is the only 
proposed build alternative that adds capacity both in the GP lanes and in the Express Lanes; the 
capacity added in the Express Lanes consists of a new lane in each direction south of Valley 
View Street to SR-73 that would be managed along with the existing HOV lane as a dual-lane 
Express Lane Facility. The trend in both HOV and GP lane utilization in the I-405 corridor is for 
an increasing amount of traffic and congestion, as summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 
3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13. Those tables show that none of the proposed build 
alternatives would eliminate congestion on I-405, but each build alternative would reduce 
congestion compared to the No Build Alternative. Please see Common Response – Opposition to 
Tolling for an explanation of the manner in which Alternative 3 would control the amount of 
traffic utilizing the Express Lanes and provide two uncongested lanes at all time.  
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Comment PC-H36-3 

As discussed in Section 2.2.7, a “double-decker” freeway alternative was considered early in the 
project development phase of the MIS. Subsequent to that, the alternative to construct an 
elevated structure was eliminated from further consideration. Please see Common Response – 
Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H37 

Comment PC-H37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H38 

Comment PC-H38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H39 

Comment PC-H39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1, PC-H3-2, and PC-H6-2 and Common Responses – 
Almond Avenue Soundwall, Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line, 
Noise/Noise Analysis, Air Quality, Health Risks, and Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H40 

Comment PC-H40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Response – Almond 
Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-H40-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H6-2 and Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-H40-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H40-1 and Common Response – Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H41 

Comment PC-H41-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Caltrans and OCTA have made design revisions to the build alternatives, as discussed in Chapter 
2 of the Final EIR/EIS, to avoid many of the community concerns/impacts identified during the 
Draft EIR/EIS public comment period. As a result of these design revisions, reconstruction of the 
Fairview Road Overcrossing is no longer required for the Preferred Alternative. 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H15-1 and Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Comment PC-H41-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H14-4 and Common Response – Measure M Funding. 

Comment PC-H41-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H6-2 and Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H42 

Comment PC-H42-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20-1 and Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H43 

Comment PC-H43-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The May 2012 Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies (see Appendix F for a 
complete list), represents a comprehensive analysis of the potential temporary and permanent 
environmental effects of the proposed build alternatives on the environment. See also Common 
Response – Insufficient Environmental Document/Mitigation Measures.  

Comment PC-H43-2 

As shown in Tables 3.1.7-1 through 3.1.7-22, construction of the build alternatives would result 
in changes to the visual quality and/or character associated with vegetation removal, construction 
activities, and the introduction of new and modified permanent structures. The referenced area is 
represented by key viewpoints 15 and 16 (see Figures 3.1.7-3 and 3.1.7-9). As noted in Table 
3.1.7-1 in the remarks section, the Visual Impact Assessment acknowledged many intrusive 
elements in the build condition. This would include the referenced soundwall and the resulting 
ratings of visual quality, character, and viewer response.  

Comment PC-H43-3 

The hard surfaces of the Santa Ana River and other features were taken into consideration during 
the traffic noise modeling of this area. According to the results of the detailed traffic noise 
analysis in the Noise Study Report, the future predicted peak-hour traffic noise levels would 
remain unchanged after construction of the soundwall and retaining wall with any of the project 
alternatives. In addition, the predicted future traffic noise levels at Moon Park would not 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-H-47 March 2015 

approach or exceed the NAC exterior limit of 67 dBA; therefore, it was determined that the park 
would not be impacted by future predicted traffic noise levels.  

Please see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-H43-4 

This is not a new wall; it is an in-kind replacement of an existing soundwall and would not 
substantially effect or change wind patterns or distribution of trash.  

Comment PC-H43-5 

Construction noise is addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.2.7-43. Soundwalls are typically 
constructed during the day and involve small-diameter 16-inch shallow drilled piles, which is 
much quieter compared to larger-diameter deeper driven or drilled piles for bridges and large 
structures. Construction noise associated with soundwalls would likely be less than the freeway 
vehicle noise. With implementation of Measures NOI-2, NOI-3, and NOI-4 construction noise 
impacts would be minimized.  

Mitigation Measure NOI-04, which specifies that the contractor needs to develop a construction 
noise and vibration monitoring and mitigation plan once details of the construction activities and 
phases are finalized, has been added to the environmental document. Implementing proper 
mitigation measures would minimize or eliminate construction-related noise and vibration 
impacts. 

Construction emissions are addressed in the Draft EIR/EIS starting on page 3.2.2-7. The Draft 
EIR/EIS discusses potential project effects related to airborne material/dust on air quality within 
the project corridor in Section 3.2.6 under “PM10 and PM2.5 Qualitative Analysis.” A qualitative 
PM hot-spot analysis was performed following the EPA document Transportation Conformity 
Guidance for Qualitative Hot-Spot Analyses in PM2.5 and PM10 Nonattainment and Maintenance 
Areas. The particulate emissions include PM emissions from vehicle exhaust, brake wear, tire 
wear, and re-entrained dust. PM10 and PM2.5 ambient air quality data from monitoring stations 
within the proposed project area were utilized. These data were compared with PM10 and PM2.5 
NAAQS and were also examined for trends to predict future conditions in the project vicinity. 
Tables 3.2.6-5 through 3.2.6-7 present emissions, including PM10 and PM2.5, from vehicles 
traveling along the project corridor for the years 2009, 2020, and 2040 (i.e., existing, opening, 
and design years, respectively). Based on the result of the project’s PM hot-spot analysis, which 
is consistent with 40 CFR 93.116 and 93.123 and EPA’s hot-spot guidance, the build alternatives 
would not cause or contribute to, or worsen, any new localized violation of PM10 and/or PM2.5 

standards. 
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Other than as discussed above, soundwalls are masonry block walls and do not typically include 
volatile compounds. With implementation of Measures AQ-1 through AQ14, the effects of 
project construction on air quality would be minimized.  

Comment PC-H43-6 

Radiant heat effects are typically not considered for freeway soundwalls. Throughout the I-405 
corridor, there are existing and proposed conditions in which soundwalls are or will be placed 
adjacent to the State ROW. In some instances, there are existing soundwalls within 10 ft of a 
2-story residence, and they would not likely have any measureable effect on interior or exterior 
air temperature at 10 ft.  

Comment PC-H43-7 

The preliminary design generally is balanced with respect to minimizing the amount of ROW 
acquisition, especially when adjacent to single- and multi-family residents. Please see Common 
Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-H43-8 

The on-ramp is proposed within Caltrans and OCSD ROW, and it does not require acquisition of 
private property from homes along Nevada Street, Wyoming Circle, or Maryland Circle. As 
described in Section 3.1.1.4 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the build alternatives would have no effect on 
Moon Park; however, the build alternatives would require partial (south-side only) temporary 
closure of the Santa Ana River Trail during construction of the on-ramp. Additionally, the 
project would require an aerial easement to accommodate the wider structure upon completion of 
the on-ramp. Subsequent to completion, the only noticeable change for users would be that they 
would have to cross under a slightly wider bridge. Conceptual studies were analyzed at the early 
stage of this project; however, they were deemed infeasible due to underperformance at the 
intersection of Ellis Avenue, Euclid Street, and the OCSD driveway. 

Comment PC-H43-9 

Several design options were investigated during development of the designs included in the Draft 
EIR/EIS. Based on analysis of the design options, it was concluded that the most effective 
solution involved construction of the new ramp referenced in the comment. Modification to the 
peak-hour timing lights or ramp metering by staggering the two-lane on-ramp would not improve 
the performance of the intersection at Ellis Avenue, Euclid Street, and the OCSD driveway 
because I-405 is not anticipated to perform at levels that could accommodate the staggered ramp 
meter approach. The second recommendation to increase additional ramp storage within the 
southbound loop on-ramp would also not be a viable solution due to the freeway LOS during the 
peak period, thereby perpetuating queuing issues for the left turns along Ellis Avenue. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-H-49 March 2015 

Comment PC-H43-10 

The traffic forecasts on which the new ramp design is based account for population and 
employment changes forecast throughout Orange County and the region, as well as 
improvements along the corridor. Although freeway access would be improved at the Magnolia 
Street and Brookhurst Street interchanges, local traffic entering I-405 in the southbound direction 
south of Brookhurst Street would benefit by accessing I-405 via the new southbound on-ramp. 

Comment PC-H43-11 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H43-8. With the design shown in the Draft EIR/EIS, the 
intersection at Ellis Avenue, Euclid Street, and the OCSD driveway would operate more 
effectively than any of the other design options analyzed. Moreover, the design benefits the 
OCSD operations by minimizing impacts at the driveway and their ROW. The potential impacts 
from this design have been documented throughout the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment PC-H43-12 

Several construction activities are interconnected with construction of the new southbound 
Euclid Street on-ramp, such as widening of the Euclid Street Undercrossing on both sides and 
widening of the bridge on both sides over the Santa Ana River. Construction of these activities is 
anticipated to occur within an 18-month duration. It is anticipated that the new southbound 
Euclid Street on-ramp would be constructed in approximately 10 months, and the soundwall 
along the southbound direction of I-405 south of the Santa Ana River in approximately 3 months. 
Major work that would involve structure pile driving for bridge foundation would occur during 
hours of the day that would not disrupt the community. For construction of the soundwall on top 
of the retaining wall along Nevada Street, it is anticipated that disruption to the residential 
community would occur during daytime hours. The contract documents would adhere to the 
Noise Control specifications with regards to hours of the day that are prohibited for major work, 
such as pile driving. 

Comment PC-H43-13 

It should be noted that starting with the very first home on Nevada Avenue south of Moon Park, 
the proposed retaining wall height is 16 ft. With regards to the landscaping between the existing 
property walls and the face of the relocated soundwall on retaining wall, during the design phase 
of the project an aesthetics committee would be formed that is made up of stakeholders including 
the various cities that are involved with the project. Input from individual city representatives 
would be solicited, at which point affected residents could express their input concurrently. 

Comment PC-H43-14 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H43-6. 
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Comment PC-H43-15 

Based on the preliminary design, there is approximately 5 to 6 ft between the proposed retaining 
wall and existing property wall. A maintenance agreement will be in place with Caltrans/City of 
Costa Mesa as part of the Cooperative Agreement that would state how this buffer area would be 
maintained. 

Comment PC-H43-16 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H43-3. 

Comment PC-H43-17 

Based on preliminary engineering, the gap of approximately 5 ft will be graded to match closer 
to the abutting property. 

Comment PC-H43-18 

During construction of the soundwall or retaining wall, it is anticipated that the existing property 
walls that line the row of homes would be left intact, thereby maintaining security from the 
freeway activities. Please see Common Reponses – Air Quality and Health Risks. 

Comment PC-H43-19 

Please see Common Response – Compensation for Construction Impacts. 

Comment PC-H43-20 

At this time, there are no plans for any temporary relocation of families. 

Comment PC-H43-21 

All wall structures, including footing, will be within the State ROW adjacent to the private 
adjoining properties. 

Comment PC-H43-22 

The Express Lanes included in Alternative 3 provide all freeway users with a benefit, even if 
they do not choose to use the Express Lanes. The additional capacity provided by the proposed 
Express Lanes increases traffic performance in the corridor.  

The SR-91 Express Lanes are used by motorists in all income groups.  

The proposed Express Lanes do not eliminate the HOV lanes. HOVs meeting the occupancy 
requirement will use the Express Lanes free. With respect to the change in the occupancy 
requirement proposed for the Express Lanes in Alternative 3, see Common Response – 
Opposition to Tolling.  
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Comment PC-H43-23 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H44 

Comment PC-H44-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Response – Almond 
Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-H44-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H3-4 and Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-H44-3 

The results of the Noise Study Report show that the future predicted peak-hour traffic noise 
levels at your property (Receptor R5.17) in Seal Beach would increase by 1 dB in comparison to 
the existing traffic noise with or without the project by the design year of 2040.  

Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-H44-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H14-2 and Common Responses – Air Quality and Health 
Risks. 

Comment PC-H44-5 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Response – Almond 
Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-H44-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-H6-2 and Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-H44-7 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-H3-1 and PC-H3-2 and Common Response. – Shifting 
Improvements away from Residential Properties onto NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-H45 

Comment PC-H45-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The proposed Express Lanes would utilize congestion management pricing. When there is too 
much traffic traveling and volume is at a point that congestion reduces travel speed and makes 
travel time in the Express Lanes unreliable, toll rates are increased to ensure free-flow 
conditions. This restores trip reliability. Conversely, when the Express Lanes are underutilized, 
tolls are decreased, allowing more motorists to use the Express Lanes, which also helps reduce 
congestion in the GP lanes. Please also see Response to Comment PC-H15-1 and Common 
Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/ 
Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes, and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H46 

Comment PC-H46-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emission and noise levels associated with the build alternatives 
would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please also see Response to Comment 
PC-H15-1 and Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Noise/Noise Analysis, 
Air Quality, Health Risks, and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H47 

Comment PC-H47-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Please see Response to Comment PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-H48 

Comment PC-H48-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-H49 

Comment PC-H49-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Traffic in the I-405 corridor from SR-73 to I-605 has been thoroughly studied, and a  
summary of the study findings is included in Section 3.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. The Traffic 
Study is available for your review on the Caltrans District 12 Web site 
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm).  

  

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/index.htm
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